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Removing Doubts concerning avenging insult to the 
Prophet 


Removing the doubts of the diluters concerning the blessed act of avenging the insult 
of RasulULLAH 


Lots of doubts being spread around regarding those who take strict action defending the 
honour of rasulULLAH salALLAHu alayhi wasallam, | have finally decided to address their 


subuhat(doubts) as best as | can. 


Primarily | have identified 3 basic points of contentions that such people raise against the 
blessed act of sending the blashphemer fi naari jahannum. 


1)maslaha mafsadah card with the slogan of applying hikmah. 

2)Agreeing with the ruling, but claiming that only an islamic authority can implement 
the ruling. 

They claim that vigilante action is some sort of a big crime in Islam 

3)Those who use the text of ibn taymiyyah rh that Believers during weaker times and 
situations should apply the verses of forgiveness and mercy regarding the kuffars who 
transgress against ALLAH and HIS messenger salALLAHu alayhi wasallam. 

All of these claims don't require deep knowledge of the shariah, rather each one of these 
points are weak subuhat of the mind, and they can be easily refuted using basic hadiths and 
true reason. 

| aim to address each one of these objections in detail in subsequent posts. 

1st objection 


"maslaha mafsadah card with the slogan of applying hikmah." 


The question of maslaha(benefits) and mafsadah(harms) should be decided based on shariah 
not based on worldly benefits or aqli speculations. 


As such it depends upon the maqasid of shariah and prioritized accordingly. 


1)preservation of deen 

2)preservation of life 

3) 
) 


4)preservation of wealth 


preservation of lineage 


Details : https://jpst.it/2k4T2 


So let's now analyse the action of the kafir and the action that the Muslims are required to 
take. 


The harbi kuffar's action being an attack on the very character of rasulULLAH salALLAHu 
alayhi wasallam, it's an attack on the Deen itself , and as such there is no maslaha in delaying 
or removing the obligation of stopping this threat and defending the honour of rasulULLAH 
salALLAHu alayhi wasallam. 


The attack on the honour of rasulULLAH salALLAHu alayhi wasallam is one of the (if not the 
greatest attack on the deen) because caricaturing and character assassinating dilutes the 
respect that Muslims should have for the Messenger of ALLAH, in order to have that utmost 
love, respect and devotion for the prophet salALLAHu alayhi wasallam that is extremely 
necessary for one's imaan to be complete. 


If we tolerate this, or take it lightly, this will ultimately lead to the honour of the prophet 
salALLAHu alayhi wasallam being diluted or worse destroyed just as it happened with Nabi Isa 
alayhi salaam and other religious holy symbols of the Christians and other batil religions. 
Today degrading movies are made on them and they are mere jokes for people. 


It's simple psychology,People don't take jokes and cartoons as serious. They only take those 
aspect in their life as worth following and taking as their role model for whom they have 
respect and adoration. 


Once this is taken away, through jokes and caricatures, there is no way people would take 
their guidance seriously. 


This is a serious attack on people's akhirah, as such insulting ALLAH and HIS prophet's 
salALLAHu alayhi wasallam is considered as the most serious crimes in the Shariah. 


The symbol of holiness of modern society has turned from divine matters to man made 
constructs of the state and its symbols, its flags, and its songs. It is these things that have 
been made inviolable substituting the adoration of the divine with materialism. 


Stopping the insult and ridicule of the prophet salALLAHu alayhi wasallam is of the utmost 
priority, even at the expense of one's life and the method to do that is multi pronged and based 
on the sunnah. 

1)the harbi kafirs feeling threatened with the consequences, as was done through force when 
rasulULLAH ordered the assassination of ka'ab bin al ashraf, abu rafey and waiving blood 
money on those killed as a result of insulting the prophet salALLAHu alayhi wasallam 
2)display of overwhelming love and devotion in defending the prophet salALLAHu alayhi 
3)refuting the attacks on the prophet salALLAHu alayhi wasallam. 

What are the mafsadah(harms) that the detractors claim? 


Potential Harm to the lives of muslims living as minority in darul kufr. 


But if we look at the maqasid of shariah, preservation of self comes after the preservation of 
the deen. 


So if we were to apply the parameters of maslaha and mafsadah truly,we would actually find 
maslaha in the actions of the martyr. 


It’s the consequences of being too attached to the ease of this duniya that we become 
forgetful of our akhirah whose success directly depends on the preservation of the deen and 
that depends upon having the utmost love, respect and devotion for ALLAH and HIS 
messenger and to exhibit that in the form of defending their honour and taking gisaas from 
harbi kuffar if they insult the honour of the most beloved to ALLAH i.e sending a clear 
message that the honour of ALLAH and HIS prophet is inviolable. 


2nd contention 


"Agreeing with the ruling, but claiming that only an islamic authority can implement the ruling. 
They claim that vigilante action is some sort of a big crime in Islam" 


The matter is simple - a harbi kafir's life is inviolable only in 3 cases. 


1)he is dhimmi, pays the jizya to the islamic state 
2)he is a mustamin, i.e he has been given amanah of life and security 
3)he is someone with whom Muslims have had a treaty. 


If these 3 conditions aren't met,then if a Muslim kills him, takes his wealth, the Muslim wouldn't 
be held as having committed a crime. 


Of course, that doesn't mean a Muslim should kill kuffars arbitrarily any random kafir on the 
street, rather the kafir who is not harbi, or isn't hostile should be treated with respect and 
kindness adhering to the Quranic injuction in Surah mumtahina(60:8) 


"Allah does not forbid you from dealing kindly and fairly with those who have neither fought nor 
driven you out of your homes. Surely Allah loves those who are fair." 


But when the kafir is hostile, and has clear enmity against muslim and does action that is akin 
to declaring war on ALLAH and HIS messenger salALLAHu alayhi wasallam, it is incumbent 
upon any Muslim to avenge this and stop his crimes. It becomes a praiseworthy deed. 


In war, the entire dar ul harb - that has declared war on muslims becomes violable and does 
not have any sanctity for the Muslims. 


Hadiths and Evidence from the classical ulama that Muslims are not at all blamed for 
taking actions without the permission of an Islamic authority. 


1)“A blind man had a freed concubine (Umm walad) who used to insult the Prophet (peace 
and blessings of Allah be upon him) and say bad things about him. He told her not to do that 
but she did not stop, and he rebuked her but she did not heed him. One night, when she 
started to say bad things about the Prophet (peace and blessings of Allah be upon him) and 
insult him, he took a short sword or dagger, put it on her belly and pressed it and killed her. A 
child fell between her legs, and became covered by blood. The following morning that was 
mentioned to the Messenger of Allah (peace and blessings of Allah be upon him). He called 
the people together and said, “I ask by Allah the man who has done this action and | order him 
by my right over him that he should stand up.” The blind man stood up and said, “O 
Messenger of Allah, | am the one who did it; she used to insult you and say bad things about 
you. | forbade her, but she did not stop, and | rebuked her, but she did not give up her habit. | 
have two sons like pearls from her, and she was kind to me. Last night she began to insult you 
and say bad things about you. So | took a dagger, put it on her belly and pressed it till | killed 


her.” Thereupon the Prophet (peace and blessings of Allah be upon him) said: “Bear witness, 
there is no blood money due for her.” 
(Classed as saheeh by al-Albaani in Saheeh Sunan Abi Dawood 4361). 


2)With regard to the idea that the hadd punishment for apostasy can only be implemented by 
the sultan (ruler) or his deputy, Shaykh al-Islam Ibn Taymiyah (may Allaah have mercy on him) 
mentioned this issue and said: 


" Although this was a hadd punishment, it also comes under the heading of killing a harbi (a 
non-Muslim in a state of war against Islam), and it is permissible for anyone to kill a harbi. 


Similar things happened at the time of the Messenger of Allaah (peace and blessings of 
Allaah be upon him), such as the hypocrite who was killed by ‘Umar without the permission of 
the Prophet (peace and blessings of Allaah be upon him), when the hypocrite did not agree 
with the ruling of the Prophet (peace and blessings of Allaah be upon him). Then Qur’aan was 
revealed approving ‘Umar’s action. And there was the daughter of Marwaan who was killed by 
that man, and the Prophet (peace and blessings of Allaah be upon him) called him the 
supporter of Allaah and His Messenger. That is because the one whose execution becomes 
necessary because of his plot to corrupt the religion is not like one who is executed because 
of his sin of zina and the like." 


End quote from al-Saarim al-Maslool (285-286). 


3)And the author of ‘Al-Mughni’ said, commenting upon the story of Abū Bastir: 

“Therefore based upon this point, it is allowed for the ones who enter into Islam from the 
disbelievers, to withdraw to an area and kill those who they are able to from the Kuffar 

and to take their wealth. And they are not entered into the treaty (Sulh). And if the Imam adds 
them to him, with the permission of the disbelievers, then they enter into the treaty (Sulh) and 
(at that point) killing of the disbelievers and taking their wealth becomes unlawful (Haram).” 94 
And Ibn Al-Qayyim said, while extracting the benefits from the story of Abū Basir: “And from 
them (i.e. the benefits), is that if those with whom there is a covenant (‘Ahd),receive him and 
take control over him, then he kills one of them, then there is no blood-wit (Diyah) upon him, 
nor any retribution execution (Qisas) and the Imam does not take anything from him. Rather, 
his ruling would be like the ruling of his killing them in their 

state, as there is no ruling for the Imam in there, as Abū Basir killed one of the two men who 
had a covenant (‘Ahd) at Tha Al-Hulayfah and it falls under the ruling of Al- 

Madinah, but they had taken control over him while he was out from under the hand of the 
Imam and his ruling.” 95 


94 “Al-Mughnt ”, Vol. 10/525 
95 “Zad Al-Ma’ad ”, Vol. 3/308-309... 


Pages can be filled to show individual action with harbis without the permission of the imam i.e 
vigilante action. 


Secondly, 


The islamic authority is needed when it is a matter of applying the hadd. Hadd punishments 
are applied on Muslims. 


So if a Muslim becomes murtad or commits zina, thievery , that is where the requirement of a 
Muslim authority is needed but that too not in every case. 


The illa why the Muslim authority has the right to implement the punishment is to make sure 
that - no innocent is wronged and that due process is followed. 


But what about cases, where it is crystal clear who has committed the crime and the 
perpetrator admits his crime and does it in public? 


Does it mean, we avoid doing anything just because there is no Muslim authority? 


Is there any doubt that charlie hebdo attacked the honour of the prophet salALLAHu alayhi 
wasallam or that teacher didn't show caricatures of the prophet salALLAHu alayhi wasallam? 


Its crystal clear and its a blatant attack on the deen of the Muslims, there is no excuse to sit 
and let it go just because there is no Muslim authority? 


Would the same thing be done if rape or murder happens and we know that the kuffar won't 


do justice, should we let that happen? 


Anyway the matter isn't even about hudood application, its about harbi kuffars in dar ul kufr, 
with no amanah from Muslims attacking islam, and there is no blame on Muslims who avenge 
these act of transgressions. 


3rd objection 


"Those who use the text of ibn taymiyyah rh that Believers during weaker times and situations 
should apply the verses of forgiveness and mercy regarding the kuffars who transgress 
against ALLAH and HIS messenger salALLAHu alayhi wasallam." 


Here is the full quote. 


Clarification of a shubah(doubt) spread by some people to justify their condemnation of the act 
of tha brave martyr who took qisas from the harbi kafir who insulted the beloved prophet 
salALLAHu alayhi wasallam. They basically cut paste a part of what he said in his book - as 
sarim al maslool ala shatim ar rasool. 


Here is the complete excerpt : 


Ibn Taymiyyah said : 


[ These verses (of jin@d) became humiliation on every Mua'hid Kafir for every powerful 
believer who can help Allah and his messenger with his hand or tongue and Muslims in the 
later life of the Prophet and in the period of righteous Caliphs acted on those very verses and 
will do so till the last hour. (As came in the hadith), " There will not cease to be a group from 
this ummah who will remain upon Haqq and they will fully help Allah and his messenger" . 


So whoever from the believer who resides in such a place where he is weak or in a time 
where he is weak then let him act on the verses of patience, overlooking and forgiveness on 
hurting Allah and his messenger by mushrikeen and people of the book. As for the people of 
strength, they only act over the verses of Fighting with the leaders of kuffar who slander the 
religion. Act on the verses of fighting with the people of the book untill they being humiliated 
give the jizya with their hands]. 
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He is addressing the state of affairs he is living in. There was an active muslim state in his 
time. It is natural for him to recommend that weak people don't apply these verses but 
instead people of strength and muslim armies should invade them to beat them for once and 
all. This has more benefit as the weak muslims don't need to act and put themselves in danger 
when there are stronger people present to fulfill the obligation of defending the honour of 
ALLAH and HIS prophet. Also he doesn't condemn if the weak Muslims took matters into their 
hands. 


Today the question of power and strength has changed and we have lost the state. So as ibn 
taymiyyah said this is still a recommendation there but he also said there has to be a blessed 
group who hasn't ceased and who will fight till the hour applying the verses fully. 


